Extinction in the critical case λ P F (L) = 0
The critical case λ P F (L) = 0, for which extinction still occurs, was unsolved at the time of writing of [1] . It was solved later on thanks to an hint of Adrian Lam, who pointed out that the argument used to establish the upper estimates of [ 
Theorem. [Extinction or persistence dichotomy]
(1) Assume λ P F (L) < 0. Then all bounded nonnegative classical solutions of (E KP P ) set in (0, +∞) × R converge asymptotically in time, exponentially fast, and uniformly in space to 0. (2) Assume λ P F (L) > 0. Then there exists ν > 0 such that all bounded positive classical solutions u of (E KP P ) set in (0, +∞) × R satisfy, for all bounded intervals I ⊂ R,
Consequently, all bounded nonnegative nonzero classical solutions of (S KP P ) are valued in
Then all bounded nonnegative classical solutions of (E KP P ) set in (0, +∞)× R converge asymptotically in time and uniformly in space to 0. Proof. The third case is proved as follows. Let u be a bounded nonnegative classical solution. Using its boundedness, we can define for all T > 0
Subsequently, fix temporarily T > 0 and let
In other words, (C T ) T >0 is a nonincreasing family.
Next, let us verify that it is in fact a decreasing family if and only if u is nonzero. Of course, if u = 0, then C T = 0 for all T > 0. Now, assume that there exist T > 0 and
If there exists x ∈ R such that
then by the strong maximum principle
This leads to c [u]
• u = 0 on one hand and to u = C T n P F (L) on the other hand, whence by assumption on c we deduce
On the contrary, if such an x ∈ R does not exist, then by optimality of C T ′ , there exists w ∈ ∂K and (x n ) n∈N such that, as n → +∞,
Defining the sequence u n : (t, x) → u (t, x + x n ) and using classical parabolic estimates to extract a locally uniform limit u ∞ , we find that
and then again by the strong maximum principle we find v ∞ = 0 and subsequently u = 0. Hence either u = 0 or the family (C T ) T >0 is decreasing. Let
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Assuming by contradiction that C ∞ > 0, defining the sequence
and its locally uniform limit u ∞ , we can repeat the argument and obtain that the family (D T ) T >0 , where
is decreasing, which directly contradicts the fact that D T = C ∞ for all T > 0. This ends the proof. . In order to solve this conflict, the mesh size should be denoted δθ instead.
Similarly, in [1, Section 1.5.3], "The Gurtin-MacCamy equation with diffusion and overcrowding effect", the mesh size should be denoted δa instead of a N +1 .
